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RESPONDENT NAME FOR VALIDITY AND RELIABILITY TEST
	NO
	NAME
	AGE
	KIND
SEX
	WORK
	EDUCATION

	1.
	Mrs. Sr.
	18 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Senior High School

	2.
	Mrs. Wi
	29 Years
	Woman
	Private Employees
	Bachelor

	3.
	Mrs. De
	17 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Junior High School

	4.
	Mrs. We
	29 Years
	Woman
	PNS
	Diploma 

	5.
	Mrs. Lu
	32 Years
	Woman
	Merchant
	Senior High School

	6.
	Mrs. La
	27 Years
	Woman
	PPPK
	Midwife Profession

	7.
	Mrs. Wd
	32 Years
	Woman
	Private Employees
	Bachelor

	8.
	Mrs. S. S.
	40 Years
	Woman
	Private Employees
	Senior High School

	9.
	Mrs. Di
	29 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Primary High School

	10.
	Mrs. Ri
	32 Years
	Woman
	Self employed
	Bachelor

	11.
	Mrs. It
	36 Years
	Woman
	Elementary School Teacher
	Bachelor

	12.
	Mrs. Ar
	22 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Senior High School

	13.
	Mrs. Ra
	25 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Senior High School

	14.
	Mrs. Yes
	27 Years
	Woman
	Private Employees
	Senior High School

	15.
	Mrs. Ke
	39 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Junior High School

	16.
	Mrs. La
	40 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Senior High School

	17.
	Mrs. Ba
	33 Years
	Woman
	Merchant
	SD

	18.
	Mrs. Or
	22 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Senior High School

	19.
	Mrs. St
	19 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Junior High School

	20.
	Mrs. Da
	39 Years
	Woman
	Self employed
	Diploma 

	21.
	Mrs. Or
	25 Years
	Woman
	Private Employees
	Senior High School

	22.
	Mrs. Hi
	26 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Senior High School

	23.
	Mrs. AK
	34 Years
	Woman
	PNS
	Bachelor

	24.
	Mrs. Plot
	33 years 
	Woman
	Merchant
	Primary High School

	25.
	Mrs. In
	18 years 
	Woman
	IRT
	Primary High School

	26.
	Mrs. Sn
	20 years
	Woman
	IRT
	Junior High School

	27.
	Mrs. And
	23 Years
	Woman
	IRT
	Senior High School

	28.
	Mrs. We
	29 years 
	Woman
	IRT
	Senior High School

	29.
	Mrs. O'Neill
	29 Years
	Woman
	Store clerk
	Senior High School

	30.
	Mrs. Gu
	31 Years
	Woman
	Self employed
	Diploma 






2

QUESTIONNAIRE TRIAL DATA
Questionnaire Results for Validity and Reliability Test
1. Congenital Hypothyroid Screening Information Source Data
	Respond
	X1
	X1
	X1
	
Total

	
	1
	2
	3
	

	R1
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R2
	1
	0
	0
	1

	R3
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R4
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R5
	0
	0
	0
	0

	R6
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R7
	1
	0
	1
	2

	R8
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R9
	1
	1
	0
	2

	R10
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R11
	1
	0
	0
	1

	R12
	0
	0
	1
	1

	R13
	1
	0
	1
	2

	R14
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R15
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R16
	0
	0
	0
	0

	R17
	0
	0
	1
	1

	R18
	1
	1
	0
	2

	R19
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R20
	0
	0
	0
	0

	R21
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R22
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R23
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R24
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R25
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R26
	1
	0
	1
	2

	R27
	0
	0
	0
	0

	R28
	1
	1
	1
	3

	R29
	1
	0
	1
	2

	R30
	1
	1
	1
	3


	Information:
Rn= Nth respondent (n= order of respondents)
X1= Information source variable
*The number at the bottom of the variable indicates the number of questions on the questionnaire.
	
0= Never
1= Ever



2. Family Support Data
	RESPOND
	X2
	X2
	X2
	X2
	X2
	Total

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	

	R1
	4
	4
	5
	5
	5
	23

	R2
	2
	4
	2
	4
	4
	16

	R3
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R4
	5
	4
	4
	4
	4
	21

	R5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R6
	5
	4
	4
	5
	4
	22

	R7
	4
	5
	3
	5
	5
	22

	R8
	4
	4
	4
	5
	3
	20

	R9
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R10
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R11
	4
	4
	5
	5
	5
	23

	R12
	5
	4
	3
	4
	4
	20

	R13
	4
	4
	4
	4
	2
	18

	R14
	5
	5
	5
	4
	3
	22

	R15
	4
	4
	5
	5
	4
	22

	R16
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24

	R17
	4
	4
	4
	2
	2
	16

	R18
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R19
	4
	4
	5
	5
	4
	22

	R20
	4
	5
	5
	5
	5
	24

	R21
	3
	4
	4
	4
	4
	19

	R22
	5
	5
	4
	4
	4
	22

	R23
	5
	4
	4
	4
	5
	22

	R24
	4
	5
	5
	5
	4
	23

	R25
	5
	5
	5
	4
	5
	24

	R26
	4
	5
	5
	5
	4
	23

	R27
	5
	5
	5
	4
	4
	23

	R28
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R29
	5
	5
	4
	4
	2
	20

	R30
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24



	Information:
Rn= Nth respondent (n= order of respondents)
X2= Family support variable
*The number at the bottom of the variable indicates the number of questions on the questionnaire.
	1= Strongly unsupportive
2= Not supported
3= Hesitation
4= Support
5= Strongly Supportive



.3. Attitude Towards Behavior Data
	RESPOND
	M1
	M1
	M1
	M1
	M1
	
Total

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	

	R1
	4
	4
	5
	4
	3
	20

	R2
	4
	4
	4
	4
	5
	21

	R3
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24

	R4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	3
	18

	R5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24

	R6
	5
	5
	5
	4
	4
	23

	R7
	3
	4
	3
	4
	3
	17

	R8
	5
	5
	4
	4
	4
	22

	R9
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R10
	5
	5
	5
	4
	4
	23

	R11
	5
	5
	4
	4
	5
	23

	R12
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24

	R13
	4
	5
	5
	5
	5
	24

	R14
	4
	4
	4
	5
	5
	22

	R15
	3
	5
	5
	4
	4
	21

	R16
	4
	5
	5
	5
	5
	24

	R17
	5
	5
	5
	4
	4
	23

	R18
	4
	4
	5
	5
	5
	23

	R19
	5
	4
	5
	5
	5
	24

	R20
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R21
	4
	3
	5
	4
	4
	20

	R22
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R23
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R24
	4
	5
	5
	5
	5
	24

	R25
	5
	5
	4
	5
	4
	23

	R26
	5
	5
	5
	4
	5
	24

	R27
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R28
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R29
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24

	R30
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24


	Information:
Rn= Nth respondent (n= order of respondents)
M1= Moderator variable of attitude towards behavior
*The number at the bottom of the variable indicates the number of questions on the questionnaire.

	
1= Strongly agree
2= Disagree
3= Hesitation
4= Setuju
5= Strongly Agree




4. Subjective Norm Data
	RESPOND
	M2
	M2
	M2
	M2
	M2
	
Total

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	

	R1
	4
	4
	4
	3
	3
	18

	R2
	4
	3
	4
	4
	3
	18

	R3
	4
	4
	4
	3
	3
	18

	R4
	4
	5
	4
	3
	4
	20

	R5
	4
	4
	4
	4
	3
	19

	R6
	5
	4
	5
	4
	5
	23

	R7
	5
	5
	4
	3
	4
	21

	R8
	5
	5
	5
	4
	4
	23

	R9
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24

	R10
	5
	5
	5
	4
	5
	24

	R11
	4
	4
	5
	5
	4
	22

	R12
	4
	5
	5
	5
	5
	24

	R13
	4
	5
	4
	4
	4
	21

	R14
	5
	5
	4
	4
	4
	22

	R15
	5
	5
	5
	4
	5
	24

	R16
	5
	5
	4
	4
	4
	22

	R17
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24

	R18
	5
	4
	5
	4
	4
	22

	R19
	4
	4
	5
	5
	4
	22

	R20
	5
	5
	5
	4
	4
	23

	R21
	5
	5
	5
	4
	4
	23

	R22
	4
	4
	5
	5
	5
	23

	R23
	5
	4
	4
	4
	4
	21

	R24
	5
	5
	5
	4
	4
	23

	R25
	5
	5
	5
	4
	5
	24

	R26
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5
	25

	R27
	5
	4
	4
	5
	4
	22

	R28
	5
	5
	4
	4
	5
	23

	R29
	4
	5
	5
	4
	4
	22

	R30
	5
	5
	5
	5
	4
	24


	Information:
Rn= Nth respondent (n= order of respondents)
M2= Subjective norm moderator variable
*The number at the bottom of the variable indicates the number of questions on the questionnaire.

	
1= Strongly agree
2= Disagree
3= Hesitation
4= Setuju
5= Strongly Agree




5. Behavioral Intent Data
	RESPOND
	M3
	M3
	M3
	M3
	M3
	
Total

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	

	R1
	3
	1
	3
	1
	2
	10

	R2
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	14

	R3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R4
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R5
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R6
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	14

	R7
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R8
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R9
	2
	3
	2
	2
	3
	12

	R10
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R11
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	14

	R12
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R13
	2
	2
	2
	3
	3
	12

	R14
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	14

	R15
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R16
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R17
	2
	2
	3
	3
	2
	12

	R18
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R19
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R20
	2
	3
	3
	3
	3
	14

	R21
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R22
	2
	2
	1
	3
	3
	11

	R23
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R24
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R25
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R26
	2
	2
	3
	3
	2
	12

	R27
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R28
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15

	R29
	2
	3
	2
	2
	2
	11

	R30
	3
	3
	3
	3
	3
	15


	Information:
Rn= Nth respondent (n= order of respondents)
M3= Moderator variable intent towards behavior
*The number at the bottom of the variable indicates the number of questions on the questionnaire.

	
1= Never
2= Sometimes
3= Always



Output Results of Spss Questionnaire Trial
1. Results of the Validity Test of the Reliability of CHS Information Source Data
a. Validity Test
	Correlations

	
	X1.1
	X1.2
	X1.3
	TOTAL

	X1.1
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	.612**
	.452*
	.828**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	.000
	.012
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30

	X1.2
	Pearson Correlation
	.612**
	1
	.431*
	.851**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	
	.017
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30

	X1.3
	Pearson Correlation
	.452*
	.431*
	1
	.767**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.012
	.017
	
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30

	TOTAL
	Pearson Correlation
	.828**
	.851**
	.767**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	.000
	.000
	

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30

	**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).



b. Reliability Test
	Case Processing Summary

	
	N
	%

	Cases
	Valid
	30
	100.0

	
	Excludeda
	0
	.0

	
	Total
	30
	100.0

	a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the procedure.



	Reliability Statistics

	Cronbach's Alpha
	N of Items

	.744
	3



2. Results of the Validity Test of the Reliability of Family Support Data
a. Validity Test
	Correlations

	
	X2.1
	X2.2
	X2.3
	X2.4
	X2.5
	TOTAL

	X2.1
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	.475**
	.454*
	.106
	.158
	.612**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	.008
	.012
	.576
	.405
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	X2.2
	Pearson Correlation
	.475**
	1
	.447*
	.295
	.273
	.656**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.008
	
	.013
	.114
	.145
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	X2.3
	Pearson Correlation
	.454*
	.447*
	1
	.426*
	.291
	.752**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.012
	.013
	
	.019
	.119
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	X2.4
	Pearson Correlation
	.106
	.295
	.426*
	1
	.587**
	.709**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.576
	.114
	.019
	
	.001
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	X2.5
	Pearson Correlation
	.158
	.273
	.291
	.587**
	1
	.720**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.405
	.145
	.119
	.001
	
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	TOTAL
	Pearson Correlation
	.612**
	.656**
	.752**
	.709**
	.720**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	.000
	.000
	.000
	.000
	

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

	*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).



b. Reliability Test
	Case Processing Summary

	
	N
	%

	Cases
	Valid
	30
	100.0

	
	Excludeda
	0
	.0

	
	Total
	30
	100.0

	a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the procedure.



	Reliability Statistics

	Cronbach's Alpha
	N of Items

	.712
	5


3. Results of the Validity Test of the Reliability of Attitude Towards Behavior Data
a. Validity Test
	Correlations

	
	M1.1
	M1.2
	M1.3
	M1.4
	M1.5
	TOTAL

	M1.1
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	.525**
	.374*
	.326
	.261
	.711**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	.003
	.042
	.078
	.163
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M1.2
	Pearson Correlation
	.525**
	1
	.322
	.352
	.248
	.679**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.003
	
	.083
	.057
	.186
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M1.3
	Pearson Correlation
	.374*
	.322
	1
	.412*
	.314
	.667**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.042
	.083
	
	.024
	.091
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M1.4
	Pearson Correlation
	.326
	.352
	.412*
	1
	.558**
	.753**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.078
	.057
	.024
	
	.001
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M1.5
	Pearson Correlation
	.261
	.248
	.314
	.558**
	1
	.705**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.163
	.186
	.091
	.001
	
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	TOTAL
	Pearson Correlation
	.711**
	.679**
	.667**
	.753**
	.705**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	.000
	.000
	.000
	.000
	

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

	*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).



b. Reliability Test
	Case Processing Summary

	
	N
	%

	Cases
	Valid
	30
	100.0

	
	Excludeda
	0
	.0

	
	Total
	30
	100.0

	a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the procedure.



	Reliability Statistics

	Cronbach's Alpha
	N of Items

	.741
	5


4. Results of the Validity Test of Subjective Norm Data Reliability
a. Validity Test
	Correlations

	
	M2.1
	M2.2
	M2.3
	M2.4
	M2.5
	TOTAL

	M2.1
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	.450*
	.226
	.091
	.388*
	.602**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	.013
	.230
	.634
	.034
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M2.2
	Pearson Correlation
	.450*
	1
	.270
	.000
	.448*
	.623**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.013
	
	.149
	1.000
	.013
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M2.3
	Pearson Correlation
	.226
	.270
	1
	.534**
	.506**
	.741**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.230
	.149
	
	.002
	.004
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M2.4
	Pearson Correlation
	.091
	.000
	.534**
	1
	.367*
	.618**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.634
	1.000
	.002
	
	.046
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M2.5
	Pearson Correlation
	.388*
	.448*
	.506**
	.367*
	1
	.811**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.034
	.013
	.004
	.046
	
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	TOTAL
	Pearson Correlation
	.602**
	.623**
	.741**
	.618**
	.811**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	.000
	.000
	.000
	.000
	

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

	**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).



b. Reliability Test
	Case Processing Summary


	
	N
	%

	Cases
	Valid
	30
	100.0

	
	Excludeda
	0
	.0

	
	Total
	30
	100.0

	a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the procedure.



	Reliability Statistics

	Cronbach's Alpha
	N of Items

	.703
	5


5. Results of the Validity Test of Reliability of Behavioral Intention Data
a. Validity Test
	Correlations

	
	M3.1
	M3.2
	M3.3
	M3.4
	M3.5
	TOTAL

	M3.1
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	.262
	.483**
	.086
	.312
	.643**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	.163
	.007
	.650
	.093
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M3.2
	Pearson Correlation
	.262
	1
	.309
	.525**
	.659**
	.791**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.163
	
	.097
	.003
	.000
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M3.3
	Pearson Correlation
	.483**
	.309
	1
	.230
	.072
	.635**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.007
	.097
	
	.222
	.705
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M3.4
	Pearson Correlation
	.086
	.525**
	.230
	1
	.567**
	.674**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.650
	.003
	.222
	
	.001
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	M3.5
	Pearson Correlation
	.312
	.659**
	.072
	.567**
	1
	.716**

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.093
	.000
	.705
	.001
	
	.000

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	TOTAL
	Pearson Correlation
	.643**
	.791**
	.635**
	.674**
	.716**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.000
	.000
	.000
	.000
	.000
	

	
	N
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30
	30

	**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).



b. Reliability Test
	Case Processing Summary

	
	N
	%

	Cases
	Valid
	30
	100.0

	
	Excludeda
	0
	.0

	
	Total
	30
	100.0

	a. Listwise deletion based on all variables in the procedure.



	Reliability Statistics

	Cronbach's Alpha
	N of Items

	.719
	5



Recapitulation of Questionnaire Trial Results
1. Validity of the Question List
The questionnaire trial was carried out by distributing 30 questionnaires and returning 30 pieces. The validity test was carried out on 30 questionnaires that had been corrected using the Statistical Package for Science (SPSS) 26.0 for Windows application. The test process used Pearson Correlation by comparing the r-count with the r-table at df = N-2 and alpha 0.05. If r-count is greater than r-table and the value sig. (2-tailed) below 0.05, means that the variable is valid. 
Table 1. Results of the Validity Test of the CHS Information Source Variable Instrument
	Number
	R Count
	R Table
	Information

	X1.1
	0,828
	0,361
	Valid

	X1.2
	0,851
	0,361
	Valid

	X1.3
	0,767
	0,361
	Valid



Table 2. Results of the Validity Test of the Family Support Variable Instrument
	Number
	R Count
	R Table
	Information

	X2.1
	0,612
	0,361
	Valid

	X2.2
	0,656
	0,361
	Valid

	X2.3
	0,752
	0,361
	Valid

	X2.4
	0,709
	0,361
	Valid

	X2.5
	0,720
	0,361
	Valid



Table 3. Results of the Validity Test of the Attitude Towards Behavior Variable Instrument
	Number
	R Count
	R Table
	Information

	M1.1
	0,711
	0,361
	Valid

	M1.2
	0,679
	0,361
	Valid

	M1.3
	0,667
	0,361
	Valid

	M1.4
	0,753
	0,361
	Valid

	M1.5
	0,705
	0,361
	Valid




Table 4. Results of the Validity Test of Subjective Norm Variable Instruments
	Number
	R Count
	R Table
	Information

	M2.1
	0,602
	0,361
	Valid

	M2.2
	0,623
	0,361
	Valid

	M2.3
	0,741
	0,361
	Valid

	M2.4
	0,618
	0,361
	Valid

	M2.5
	0,811
	0,361
	Valid



Table 5. Results of the Validity Test of Subjective Norm Variable Instruments
	Number
	R Count
	R Table
	Information

	M3.1
	0,643
	0,361
	Valid

	M3.2
	0,791
	0,361
	Valid

	M3.3
	0,635
	0,361
	Valid

	M3.4
	0,674
	0,361
	Valid

	M3.5
	0,716
	0,361
	Valid



Based on the table above, it is found that the total r count for each statement item in the questionnaire is larger than the r table, so that all question items are declared valid.
2. Reliability of Question List
Reliability testing of the statement items on the instrument is carried out with the Cronbach Alpha formula to show the stability and consistency of the measuring instrument. The test results are said to be reliable if the test value is > from the Alpha Cronbach value (0.6). All variables are reliable.
Table of Instrument Reliability Test Results
	No
	Variabel
	Number of Items
Question
	Reliabel

	
	
	
	Sum
	No Item

	1.
	CHS Resources (X1)
	3
	3
	1-3

	2.
	Family Support (X2)
	5
	5
	1-5

	3.
	Attitudes Towards Behavior (M1)
	5
	5
	1-5

	4.
	Subjective Norms (M2)
	5
	5
	1-5

	5.
	Behavioral Intent (M3)
	5
	5
	1-5
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	Case Processing Summary

	
	Cases

	
	Valid
	Missing
	Total

	
	N
	Percent
	N
	Percent
	N
	Percent

	Parity * CHS Compliance
	50
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	50
	100.0%

	Mother's Age * CHS Compliance
	50
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	50
	100.0%

	Mother's Education * CHS Compliance
	50
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	50
	100.0%

	Mother's Job * CHS Compliance
	50
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	50
	100.0%

	Source: * CHS Compliance
	50
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	50
	100.0%

	Family Support * CHS Compliance
	50
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	50
	100.0%

	Attitudes towards Behavior * CHS Compliance
	50
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	50
	100.0%

	Subjective Norms * CHS Compliance
	50
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	50
	100.0%

	Behavioral Intent * CHS Compliance
	50
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	50
	100.0%



1. CHS Parity and Compliance

	Crosstab

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	Obedient
	Non-compliant
	

	Paritas
	Multipara
	Count
	31
	4
	35

	
	
	% within Paritas
	88.6%
	11.4%
	100.0%

	
	Primipara
	Count
	9
	6
	15

	
	
	% within Paritas
	60.0%
	40.0%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	40
	10
	50

	
	% within Paritas
	80.0%
	20.0%
	100.0%



	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	5.357a
	1
	.021
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	3.720
	1
	.054
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	4.973
	1
	.026
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	.048
	.030

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	5.250
	1
	.022
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	
	
	

	a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.00.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table



	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Paritas (Multipara / Primipara)
	5.167
	1.192
	22.398

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Compliance
	1.476
	.960
	2.269

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Non-Compliance
	.286
	.094
	.868

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	


2. Mother's Age and CHS Compliance

	Crosstab

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	Obedient
	Non-compliant
	

	Mother's Age
	Healthy Reproduction
	Count
	33
	4
	37

	
	
	% within Mother's Age
	89.2%
	10.8%
	100.0%

	
	Unhealthy Reproduction
	Count
	7
	6
	13

	
	
	% within Mother's Age
	53.8%
	46.2%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	40
	10
	50

	
	% within Mother's Age
	80.0%
	20.0%
	100.0%



	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	7.510a
	1
	.006
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	5.464
	1
	.019
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	6.747
	1
	.009
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	.012
	.012

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	7.360
	1
	.007
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	
	
	

	a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.60.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table



	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Maternal Age (Healthy Reproduction / Unhealthy Reproduction)
	7.071
	1.570
	31.859

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Compliance
	1.656
	.989
	2.774

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Non-Compliance
	.234
	.078
	.701

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	




3. Mother's Education and CHS Compliance

	Crosstab

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	Obedient
	Non-compliant
	

	Mother's Education
	Tall
	Count
	17
	2
	19

	
	
	% within Mother's Education
	89.5%
	10.5%
	100.0%

	
	Intermediate
	Count
	17
	1
	18

	
	
	% within Mother's Education
	94.4%
	5.6%
	100.0%

	
	Basis
	Count
	6
	7
	13

	
	
	% within Mother's Education
	46.2%
	53.8%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	40
	10
	50

	
	% within Mother's Education
	80.0%
	20.0%
	100.0%

	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	12.721a
	2
	.002

	Likelihood Ratio
	11.584
	2
	.003

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	7.527
	1
	.006

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	

	a. 3 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.60.



Dummy Variables of Elementary and Higher Education

	Case Processing Summary

	
	Cases

	
	Valid
	Missing
	Total

	
	N
	Percent
	N
	Percent
	N
	Percent

	Mother's Education * CHS Compliance
	32
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	32
	100.0%




	Mother's Education * CHS Crosstabulation Compliance

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	.00
	1.00
	

	Mother's Education
	tall
	Count
	2
	17
	19

	
	
	% within Mother's Education
	10.5%
	89.5%
	100.0%

	
	Basis
	Count
	7
	6
	13

	
	
	% within Mother's Education
	53.8%
	46.2%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	9
	23
	32

	
	% within Mother's Education
	28.1%
	71.9%
	100.0%

	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	7.166a
	1
	.007
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	5.183
	1
	.023
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	7.293
	1
	.007
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	.015
	.011

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	6.942
	1
	.008
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	32
	
	
	
	

	a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.66.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table



	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Mother's Education (High/Basic)
	.101
	.016
	.626

	For cohort Kepatuhan CHS = .00
	.195
	.048
	.796

	For cohort Kepatuhan CHS = 1.00
	1.939
	1.056
	3.557

	N of Valid Cases
	32
	
	



Dummy Variables Secondary and Higher Education

	Case Processing Summary

	
	Cases

	
	Valid
	Missing
	Total

	
	N
	Percent
	N
	Percent
	N
	Percent

	Mother's Education * CHS Compliance
	37
	100.0%
	0
	0.0%
	37
	100.0%



	Mother's Education * CHS Crosstabulation Compliance

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	.00
	1.00
	

	Mother's Education
	Tall
	Count
	2
	17
	19

	
	
	% within Mother's Education
	10.5%
	89.5%
	100.0%

	
	Intermediate
	Count
	1
	17
	18

	
	
	% within Mother's Education
	5.6%
	94.4%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	3
	34
	37

	
	% within Mother's Education
	8.1%
	91.9%
	100.0%



	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	.307a
	1
	.580
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	.000
	1
	1.000
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	.313
	1
	.576
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	1.000
	.521

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	.298
	1
	.585
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	37
	
	
	
	

	a. 2 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 1.46.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table



	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Maternal Education (Higher / Secondary)
	2.000
	.165
	24.191

	For cohort Kepatuhan CHS = .00
	1.895
	.188
	19.132

	For cohort Kepatuhan CHS = 1.00
	.947
	.783
	1.146

	N of Valid Cases
	37
	
	





4. Mother's Work and CHS Compliance

	Crosstab

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	Obedient
	Non-compliant
	

	Mother's Work
	Work
	Count
	28
	2
	30

	
	
	% within Mother's Work
	93.3%
	6.7%
	100.0%

	
	Not Working
	Count
	12
	8
	20

	
	
	% within Mother's Work
	60.0%
	40.0%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	40
	10
	50

	
	% within Mother's Work
	80.0%
	20.0%
	100.0%




	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	8.333a
	1
	.004
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	6.380
	1
	.012
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	8.424
	1
	.004
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	.009
	.006

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	8.167
	1
	.004
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	
	
	

	a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 4.00.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table



	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Mother's Job (Work/Not Work)
	9.333
	1.721
	50.614

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Compliance
	1.556
	1.074
	2.253

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Non-Compliance
	.167
	.039
	.705

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	







5. CHS Information and Compliance Resources

	Crosstab

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	Obedient
	Non-compliant
	

	Resources
	Get
	Count
	35
	5
	40

	
	
	% within Sources of Information
	87.5%
	12.5%
	100.0%

	
	Can't
	Count
	5
	5
	10

	
	
	% within Sources of Information
	50.0%
	50.0%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	40
	10
	50

	
	% within Sources of Information
	80.0%
	20.0%
	100.0%





	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	7.031a
	1
	.008
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	4.883
	1
	.027
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	6.036
	1
	.014
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	.018
	.018

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	6.891
	1
	.009
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	
	
	

	a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.00.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table




	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Information Sources (Could/Can't)
	7.000
	1.480
	33.109

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Compliance
	1.750
	.931
	3.288

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Non-Compliance
	.250
	.089
	.699

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	




6. Family Support and CHS Compliance

	Crosstab

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	Obedient
	Non-compliant
	

	Family Support
	Support
	Count
	30
	1
	31

	
	
	% within Family Support
	96.8%
	3.2%
	100.0%

	
	Not Supported
	Count
	10
	9
	19

	
	
	% within Family Support
	52.6%
	47.4%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	40
	10
	50

	
	% within Family Support
	80.0%
	20.0%
	100.0%




	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	14.346a
	1
	.000
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	11.720
	1
	.001
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	14.918
	1
	.000
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	.000
	.000

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	14.059
	1
	.000
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	
	
	

	a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.80.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table



	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Family Support (Support/Not Support)
	27.000
	3.033
	240.391

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Compliance
	1.839
	1.194
	2.830

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Non-Compliance
	.068
	.009
	.496

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	




7. Attitude Towards CHS Behavior and Compliance

	Crosstab

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	Obedient
	Non-compliant
	

	Attitudes towards Behavior
	Strong
	Count
	34
	4
	38

	
	
	% within Attitudes towards Behavior
	89.5%
	10.5%
	100.0%

	
	Weak
	Count
	6
	6
	12

	
	
	% within Attitudes towards Behavior
	50.0%
	50.0%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	40
	10
	50

	
	% within Attitudes towards Behavior
	80.0%
	20.0%
	100.0%




	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	8.882a
	1
	.003
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	6.586
	1
	.010
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	7.831
	1
	.005
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	.007
	.007

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	8.704
	1
	.003
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	
	
	

	a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.40.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table



	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Attitudes to Behavior (Strong/Weak)
	8.500
	1.833
	39.421

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Compliance
	1.789
	1.006
	3.184

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Non-Compliance
	.211
	.071
	.624

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	







8. CHS Subjective Norms and Compliance
	Crosstab

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	Obedient
	Non-compliant
	

	Subjective Norms
	Support
	Count
	30
	1
	31

	
	
	% within Subjective Norm
	96.8%
	3.2%
	100.0%

	
	Not Supported
	Count
	10
	9
	19

	
	
	% within Subjective Norm
	52.6%
	47.4%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	40
	10
	50

	
	% within Subjective Norm
	80.0%
	20.0%
	100.0%




	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	14.346a
	1
	.000
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	11.720
	1
	.001
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	14.918
	1
	.000
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	.000
	.000

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	14.059
	1
	.000
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	
	
	

	a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.80.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table




	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Subjective Norms (Support/Unsupport)
	27.000
	3.033
	240.391

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Compliance
	1.839
	1.194
	2.830

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Non-Compliance
	.068
	.009
	.496

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	




9. CHS Behavioral Intent and Compliance

	Crosstab

	
	CHS Compliance
	Total

	
	Obedient
	Non-compliant
	

	Behavioral Intent
	Strong
	Count
	32
	3
	35

	
	
	% within Behavioral Intent
	91.4%
	8.6%
	100.0%

	
	Weak
	Count
	8
	7
	15

	
	
	% within Behavioral Intent
	53.3%
	46.7%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	40
	10
	50

	
	% within Behavioral Intent
	80.0%
	20.0%
	100.0%




	Chi-Square Tests

	
	Value
	df
	Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (2-sided)
	Exact Sig. (1-sided)

	Pearson Chi-Square
	9.524a
	1
	.002
	
	

	Continuity Correctionb
	7.292
	1
	.007
	
	

	Likelihood Ratio
	8.837
	1
	.003
	
	

	Fisher's Exact Test
	
	
	
	.004
	.004

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	9.333
	1
	.002
	
	

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	
	
	

	a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.00.

	b. Computed only for a 2x2 table




	Risk Estimate

	
	Value
	95% Confidence Interval

	
	
	Lower
	Upper

	Odds Ratio for Behavioral Intent (Strong/Weak)
	9.333
	1.964
	44.357

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Compliance
	1.714
	1.056
	2.782

	For cohort CHS Compliance = Non-Compliance
	.184
	.055
	.616

	N of Valid Cases
	50
	
	







[bookmark: _Toc199829735]Appendix 3: Master Table
	No
	X1
	X2
	X3
	X4
	X5
	X6
	M1
	M2
	M3
	And

	1
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	2
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	3
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	4
	2
	1
	3
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0

	5
	2
	1
	2
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	6
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	7
	1
	2
	3
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	8
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	9
	1
	2
	3
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	10
	1
	1
	2
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0

	11
	1
	1
	2
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	12
	2
	1
	2
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0

	13
	1
	2
	3
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	14
	1
	1
	2
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0

	15
	2
	1
	3
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1

	16
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	17
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0

	18
	1
	2
	3
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1

	19
	2
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	20
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0

	21
	1
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0

	22
	2
	2
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1

	23
	1
	1
	3
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	24
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	25
	2
	2
	3
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	26
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0

	27
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	28
	1
	2
	1
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0

	29
	1
	2
	1
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0

	30
	2
	2
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0

	31
	2
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0

	32
	2
	2
	3
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1

	33
	1
	1
	3
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	34
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	35
	1
	2
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	1
	0

	36
	2
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	37
	2
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0

	38
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0

	39
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	40
	1
	1
	3
	1
	0
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1

	41
	2
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	42
	1
	1
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0

	43
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0

	44
	2
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	45
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0

	46
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	47
	2
	2
	3
	0
	0
	1
	1
	1
	1
	1

	48
	1
	1
	3
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	49
	1
	1
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	50
	1
	1
	2
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0



Information:
	X1= Maternal parity variable
       (1: multipara, 2: primipar)
	X6= Family Support Variable
        (0: support, 
        1: not supported)


	X2= Mother's age variable
        (1: healthy reproductive age, 
        2: unhealthy reproductive age)

	M1 = Attitude to behavior variable
         (0: strong, 1: weak)

	X3= Maternal education variable
       (1: higher education, 
       2: intermediate, 3: basic)

	M2= Subjective norm variable of behavior
        (0: support, 
        1: not supported)

	X4= Mother's work variable
        (0: working, 1: not working)

	M3= Intent variable for behavior
        (0: strong, 1: weak)

	X5= Information source variable
        (0: get information, 
        1: not informed)
	Y= Dependent variable of maternal compliance with CHS
      (0: compliant, 1: non-compliant)
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